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Independency of Ireland. 


God defends the Rights of Nations. 
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1 T is handſomely obſerved by Addiſon, 
* and has a tendency to the public good, 


B 1 | logy 


© that whatever ariſes from a good motive 


« is praiſe-worthy, although the execution 
* ſhould not be equal to the deſign.” This 
_ encouragement to a good intention, and apo- 
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logy for abilities which may prove unequal 


to the laudable wiſh and generous taſk, have 
inſpired me, upon the preſent critical oc- 
caſion, with zeal in the cauſe of my country, 


and, what I conceive to be, the cauſe of 


truth, and animated me to offer my ſenti- 
ments upon a ſubject of great national im- 
portance, viz. the independency of the 


&« Parliament of Ireland on the Legiſlature 


© of Great Britain,” which has lately, for, 
| I believe, the firſt time, in this country, 

become a matter of doubt, and a 3 of 
public conſideration. | 


Whether the reaſons aſſigned in the 


Public Advertiſer, by a gentleman Who 


ligns with the letters G. N. Proves that 
fundamental point in favour of Ireland, or 


thoſe which I have to offer ſhall prove the 


-contrary, will be reſpectfully left to the 


confideration and judgment of two diſcern- 


ing and ſpirited nations. In the mean time, 
I think it neceſſary to obſerve, as a further 


inducement to inquire after the letter which 
is the cauſe of this refutation, that the gen- 


tleman who 18 become a public advocate, 


on 


LY 
Wy 


C3 7 
on ſo nice and important a queſtion of na- 
tional right, that eſſentially concerns two 
kingdoms, (the deciſio of which muſt re- 
gulate the future conduct of the Iriſh,) has 


good information and abilities, and mana- 


ges both with ſuch apparent moderation as 
becomes the reſpect due to the nation, and 


a cauſe of ſo much importance, which he 
has the courage to maintain upon a new 
ground, and boldly to ſtand forth a fingle 
champion for © the Independency of Fe- 
6 land; for ſhould he ſucceed in proving 
the Independency of their Parliament on 
the Legiſlature of Great Britain, that of 


the nation will follow of courſe; and then 


there will be an end to the commercial and 
political advantages which we ought to 
derive from the oy of that Kia . 


G. N. as I have ſaid, writes in the Public | 
Advertier: as the beſt channel of news- paper 


information and circulation, His letter is 
long, ſenſible, and modeſt in point of lan- 
guage, but his doctrine is ſo repugnant to 


facts and experience, and his authorities ſo 
inconfiſtent with the principles he wiſhes to 


B 2 eſtabliſn, 


1+) 47 


eſtabliſh, that = unfortunately proving too 

much (which is not applicable to the object 

| he has in view) in regard to the Legiſlative 

Independency of Ireland, he has, in my ap- 
prehenſion, proved the contrary, notwith- 

ſtanding it 1s very evident that he artfully 

BE endeayours to ſuppreſs the tenth. 
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| The apparent inattention of abler writers 

| to this temporary and very alarming ſubject, 

las made me bold in the cauſe of my country, 
in hopes of faying ſomething to the purpoſe, 
until men who have a profeſſional as well as MA 
[| political knowledge of conſtitutions, law, . Þ 
| and. legiſlation, ſhall have the virtue to ac- 
I cept the challenge of the well-informed, 5 
artful, plauſible, but inconſiſtent and un- 7 
oy candid writer, who figns G. N. : = 


This adore for Iriſh Independeney be- 9 
| gins with, „a notion that the Parliament '. 
| or Legiſlature of Ireland is not control- 
; s able by that of Great Britain.” This, 
K which I believe never entered the head of 
any other. man in this kingdom, or Wh = 
. very extraordinary notion, indeed; as, upon 3 

| exa- 
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examination of his own reaſoning, it will 


be found he proves himſelf. He is not in- 


ſenſible of the ſingularity of the idea, and 


the danger of ſuch a plea, and therefore, to 


avoid the conſequences of detection or ſuſ- 
picion, he very artfully pretends to ſug- 


* peſt the notion under a doubt, more to 
«ore information than to give it,” upon 
a point fo very nice and truly intereſting 


to the two nations. He is too good a po- 
litician to aſſert it poſitively at once, as an 


undoubted fact, but, with the appearance 
of doubt and candour, he feels his ground, 
and pretends to appeal to the ſuperior judg- 
ment of the community at large, for their 
opinion and information, In this manner 
he ſteals upon the public, and after this de- 
luſive pretence to candour, G. N. ſtates the 
caſe, and ventures. to draw a concluſion - 
ſuitable to the object he has in view, al- 
though it is manifeſt that he ſuppreſſes the | 


truth. To detect that ſuppreſſion and falſe 
concluſion, and to ſet the matter in a true 


light, that a fair deduction may be made, 


to undeceive the Iriſh, and to confirm the 


Engliſh in their * of ſupremacy över 
Ireland, 


conqueſt give a conſtitutional and legal right 


"BY 


Ircland, ſhall be the ſubject of theſe pages; ; 
and God, of his infinite goodneſs, grant 
that the truth may prevail, for the peace 
and happineſs of the two nations! 


G. N. is pleaſed to ſay, in ſupport of | 


| his extraordinary notion, ** that the Parlia- 
* ment of Ireland never was ſubject to that 


* of England, and, by conſequence, cannot 


„ he ſubject to that of Great Britain.” 


This is a ſelf-evident fact, which cannct 


be denied. I admit, that if it was not ſub- 
ject to the former, it cannot be ſubject to 


the latter, becauſe the conqueſt was not 
made ſince the Union. But his aſſertion 
is not true, that it never was ſubject to 
„England;“ for, according to his own ſtate _ 


of the caſe, it has been abſolutely ſubject 


thereto (without a doubt in the mind of. 


any man in is nation, to create an oppoſi- 
tion) ever ſince the conqueſt of Ireland. 
And yet, G. N. ſays, he cannot conceive 


how ſuch a ſuperiority, controul, or ſupre- 


macy was legally obtained! Not know it 
was legally obtained by conqueſt? Dyes not 


of 


of ſupremacy, as clear as any mathematical 


demonſtration? To admit the conqueſt and 
not conceive how ſupremacy is legally ob- 


tained, is curious enough. Should it be 
ſaid it was conſtitutionally (by the conſti- 
tution of this nation) but not legally (by 
the aſſent of their parliamentary laws) it 
ſeems to be a diſtinction without a diffe- 
rence. If the conqueſt gave a conſtitu- 


tional juriſdiction, the aſſent of their par- 


liament is unneceſſary in points of ſupre- 
macy. What is conſtitutional, is, in ſuch 


Caſes, alſo legal. The legal aſſent or con- 
cCurrence of the component parts of Legi- 


giſlature, ſuch as the three eſtates of 


this kingdom, is proper and neceſſary to 


legalize every act of Legiſlature ; but the 
legal aſſent of a ſubordinate authority, ſuch 
as the juriſdiction of the Parliament of Ire- 
land, in matters of ſupremacy, or conſti- 


tutional points, of which that juriſdiction 


is incompetent, is extremely abſurd. In 
matters competent to their authority, their 
concurrence and aſſent is neceſſarily re- 
quired to render them legal; but not in 
affairs of which their juriſdiction is in- 


competent; ſuch, for inſtance, as the great 


point 


—ͤͤ —-„¼ . ————— ——— 
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point now BW wp for, that concerns 


the ſupremacy ; which ſupremacy, as the 


word implies, has no controul, but the 
principles of the conſtitution, by which the 
conduct, the actions, or national meaſures 
of the ſupreme Legiſlature are regulated. 


But, ſays G. N. admitting the legality 
of the ſupreme controuling power of 
England over Ireland, how it 1s poſſible 
« that 770 legiſlatures for the fame dominion 
* and territory can exiſt, at the ſame time, 
& becauſe every Legiſlature muſt neceſſarily 
% be a ſupreme fewer; and yet one of thoſe 
« ſupreme powers (that of Great Britain) 
« would be over the other ſupreme power, 


« which is a contradiction.” Riſum teneatis_ 


amici! The contradiction is not in the true 
ſtate of the caſe, but in his confuſion and 


8 tation. 


Por inſtance: Ireland, by conqueſt, was 
annexed to the Crown of England, and 
conſequently became a dependency of Great 
Britain, or any other deſcription which 
England might take ſubſequent to the acqui- 


ſition. E has, the legal controul or ſupre- 
Macy, 


© — — — —— PPP 
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5 | macy is eſtabliſhed beyond a doubt. In- 
deed it never was diſputed, or even doubted 
in England. And, what is extraordinary, 
although G. N. cannot, in one place con- 
ceive whence the legality ariſes, yet in many 
others he aſſerts it, and that we may believe 
him, he clearly proves it. 


| As to the * wo legiſlatures of the fame 
7 : « dominion,” they exiſt only in his imagi- 
nation. There is but one ſubordinate 
parliamentary juriſdiction in Ireland, ſubject 
to the ſupreme legiſlature of Great Britain. 
That * a legiſlature muſt neceſſarily have a 
 * ſupreme power, is only true of an inde- 
pendent one. A limited or ſubordinate le- 
_ giſlature, like that of Ireland, eſtabliſhed or 
confirmed by the conqueror, for local pur- 
poles, cannet be a ſupreme power, but a 
dependent one. 


oy The truth is, Ireland has a parliamen- 
tary juriſdiction, but not a ſupreme legi- 
ſlature. Or if G. N. pleaſes, a national Par- 

lament, but a controlable or ſubordinate 
legiſlature, which to act legally, muſt be 

confined to its limited juriſdiction. The 
C ſupreme 


610) 


ſupreme power, conſtitutional authority, or 
legiſlature, is only to be found in Great 
Britain. The reaſon of this is evident; a 


ſubordinate nation can have no conſtitution 
of its own. By legiſlature, I do not mean 

the local power of enacting laws, for ſubor- 
dination and good order, but an indepen- 


dent government. In Ireland legiſlation is 


limited by being legally controuled by the 


ſuperior juriſdiction of the conqueror, who 


adapts it to the general intereſt and dignity 


of his crown. Theſe are the fetters of con- 
queſt, and until thoſe legal ſhackles of Go- 
vernment are taken off, who can be fo 
weak as to entertain an idea of INDEPEN- 
DENCY, while he admits the Conqueſt 15 


If the Congueſt of Ireland is admitted, it 
is unneceſſary to inquire what Kings have 
done, and what they have left undone ; 


or what Blackſtone or other judges have 


{aid upon the ſubject. That ſingle word 


proves the dependency of the acquiſition, 


and, by conſequence, eſtabliſhes the ſupre- 


macy of the country to which it is an- 
nexed, according to the law of nations, 


and the cuſtom of all civilized ſtates. 


ag. 
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1 « King John, ſays Blackſtone, ordained 
© © that Ireland, by right of conqueſt, (than 
F © which there cannot be a clearer right) 
7 „ ſhould be governed by the laws of Eng- 
= land; but that many of the Iriſh were 
IF __ * averſe to that ordinance.” That is very 
natural. All conquered people are natu- 

rally attached to what they are moſt uſed 

to, and beſt underſtand. But, that natural 

averſion did not deſtroy the right of the 

conqueror, although it might affect the 

= | ordinance, and render its operations flow. 
mm As a proof that it did not affect the right, 
It has been conſtantly claimed, and never | 
denied to ſucceeding Britiſh Monarchs, whoſe 
ſupreme power has been fully eſtabliſhed, and 
excrciſed, and until ROWE, as fully acknow- 


 ledged, 


G. N. fays, Blackſtone's quotation proves, 
that the Parliament of England, inſtead of 
* being ſupreme over Ireland, had no power 
S * to interfere in the juriſdiction of the Par- 
I © lament of Ireland.” It had none in the 
q Jurt i/dietion, I I readily admit. Nor has it any, 
5 | at preſcnt, to interpoſe 1 in the. Juri W of 
=. 7 C 2. : their 
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their parliament, bat in the ſupremacy, which 
is out of their juriſdiction. Great Britain does 
not pretend to have a power, either to aboliſh 
or leflen the parliamentary right of Ireland, 
confirmed or eſtabliſhed ſince the conqueſt, 
but to exerciſe the ſupremacy of conqueſt in = 
their ſubordinate legiſlature, in order that 
their national acts may operate to the general 
intereſt of the empire of which Ireland is 
7 part ; and of that general intereſt the ſu- 
preme power of the conqueror is the beſt. 
_ or, at leaſt, has the beſt e to 
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i If G. N. wiſhes to ſhake off the depen- 
| dency of Ireland, he miſtakes the Jjuriſdiftion 
of their parliament, which is in the ſubor- 
dinate ſtate in which conqueſt has long placed 
it. Whether the ſupremacy acquired over 
their parliament has always been exerciſed ; 
to the advantage of the whole, is another = 7 

conſideration ; at preſent the ſupreme power 
alone is contended for. 
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The in have no "EN to be jealous of 
the juriſdiction of their parliament, which 


will never be violated. The ſupreme power 
will 
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„ 
will always preſerve the eſtabliſhed bounds 
of ſubordinate authority. The conqueror, 
who eſtabliſhes a ſyſtem of government for 
a kingdom ſeparate from his own, and re- 
ſerves the ſupremacy which conqueſt gives 
to his crown, will not interpoſe his autho- 
rity to aboliſh that form of government, nor 
encroach upon the eſtabliſhed juriſdiction, 
but only maintain his right, by preſerving 
the ſupremacy he has legally acquired, and 
the effetts conſequent to it. This will be 
the caſe in a limited monarchy, whatever 
may happen in an abfolute government. 
„And this is the caſe between W and 
Ireland. 
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eG. N. 07 the Parliament of England 
„ was conſcious to itſelf, that it has no legal 
authority over the Parliament of Ireland; 
* and that no man, or body of men, had 
1 * any (the Sovereign only excepted), and 
that by virtue of his prerogative. The King 
7 having the ole right (by conqueſt and ac- 
" „ mquifition) of continuing or eſtabliſhing a a 
legiſlature not repugnant to the conſtitution 


England; which conſtitution G. N. loſes 
1255 of. 
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If our conſtitution (as he admits) gives 


a power to the Sovereign, and reſtricts it to 
the principles of the conſtitution, does it 


not prove a legiſlative ſupremacy ? If the 
King acts in a ſubordinate capacity to the 


_ conſtitution, does it not prove that, if his 
| Sovereignty over Ireland is admitted, that of 
the ſupreme power of the legiſlature fol- 


lows, of courſe, as the great cauſe, of 
which the regal power is the effect ? 


What 3 the mer part of G. N's aſ- 
ſertion, - unſhackled by the conſtitution, 
prove? Admitting that the Engliſh Parlia- 


ment, at the diſtant times quoted, did not 


interpoſe. their authority, leaving it intirely 
to the Sovereign to exerciſe the ſupremacy 
of conqueſt, it certainly does not prove 
e the Independency of Ireland on the legiſla- 
* ture of this country, ” which is what he 
aims at. He proves the contrary himſelf 
by ſaying, that“ the King has a right to 


continue, or N a new legiſlature i in 


« a conquered country.” This is the ſtrongeſt 


proof of ſupremacy ; and that this ſupre- 
macy is in the Engliſh. legiflature, will 


clearly appear from what he adds,—that the 
| cc old 
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« old or new legiſlature, fo eſtabliſhed, 
e muſt not be repugnant to the conſtitu- 


* tion of England;“ that is, it muſt be 
conſonant with, and ſubordinate to, the 
legiſlature, or the three eſtates of the realm, 


which he calls the Parliament of England, 
and for whoſe authority he ſeems to have 


very little reſpect. 


This ſupremacy in the legiſlature, he ſhews : 


clear enough—and, as a further proof of 


it, he would do well to remember, when- 
ever he admits the Sovereignity of our Kings, 
that the limited Monarch of Britain has no 


_ diſtin& legiſlative power (except over his 


German dominions) for the prerogative it- 


ſelf is controulable by the conſtitution, which 


is the eſſence of our free ſtate. 


To maintain a different doctrine, that is, 
to contend that the Sovereign of a limited 
government, can exerciſe a power diſtinct 


and independent of parliament, over either 


Ireland or other conquered. countries, is as 
dangerous as it is erroneous. It is taking off 
the conſtitutional reſtrictions of a limited 

| Monarch, 
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1 
Monarch, and making him an abſolute So- 
vereign. 


Whenever the conquered dominions of 
the Eaſt Indies ſhall belong to the nation, 
they will be annexed to the Crown, not ſub- 
ject to the ſole power of the prerogative, 
but to the united powers of the conſtitution 
or legiſlature. The rights and dignities of 
the Crown are nominal, for they are national 
rights and conſtitutional powers. The royal 


prerogative is a delegated and conditional au- 
thority to be exerciſed ſo long as (to uſe his 


own words) it ſhall not be repugnant to the 


conſtitution; that is, to the conſtitutional 
authority, the national power, the legiſlature, 


the three eſtates of the kingdom, the Sove- 
reign and his Parliament, to whoſe autho- 


rity G. N. has a great objection. 


He allows the King to be Sovereign and 


Supreme over Ireland, but does not admit 
the ſupremacy of the Engliſh Legiſlature, 
as if Ireland was conquered for the exerciſe 


of the King's prerogative, and not for the 
Legiſlature of this nation!!! 


1 

It is a ſtrange way of proving the Inde- 
pendency of the Parliament of Ireland by eſta- 
bliſhing the abſolute power of the Sovereign, 
and his independence on the Conſtitution. 
To what abſurdities are party men driven! 
He gives a power to the King which his 
Majeſty has too much modeſty to think of, 
and would have too great a regard for the 
Conſtitution to exerciſe. A power as repug- 
nant to his ideas of the Independency of the 
Iriſh Parliament as it would be - inconſiſtent 

with the Conſtitution of England. 


Tf G. N. would conſider Ireland as a con- 
quered country, annexed by conqueſt to this 
nation, it would, perhaps, occur to him, that 
as a national acquiſition, it is ſubject to the 
Legiſlature, in general, and not to the regal 
power, in particular. Then the parliament' 
of Ireland, exercifing its legal juriſdiction, 
as eſtabliſhed by the Conqueror, would be 
ſubject to the controuling authority, or ſus 
preme power of the Legiſlature or Parlia- 
ment of Great Britain ; inſtead of the 
Sovereign with the Lords and Commons 
** of Ireland forming the only Legiſlature”, 
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as he pretends, contrary, I: am ſure, to 
his own conviction. 


This new doctrine in England is, as I have 
ſhewn, not only extremely abſurd, but 
equally dangerous, by giving to the King 
the power of the whole Legiflature of Aalen, 0 
without doing the leaſt ſervice to the cauſe 


of Iriſh Independency. 


His objections are intirely, and, as I ſhall 


endeavour to ſhew, abſurdly againſt the 
Parliament. He ſays, the Parliament of 


England could not interpoſe, becauſe, by 


s the Conſtitution of England, whatever 


% dominion is added to the crown, the So- 


« vereign, in right of his prerogative, has 


« the ſole lake of continuing the Legiſla- 
ture, or eſtabliſhing a new one not repug- 


4 nant to the Conſtitution of England. 


What does this prove? The firſt part ſays, 
the Conſtitution gives a power to the Sove- 
reign; and the laſt part, that it is a conditional 


one, conſiſtent with the component parts of 


Legiſlature, or the authority of the Engliſh 
Parliament. The Sovereign, or the Crown, 
claims the ſupremacy, and ſupports it by 


the 
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the conſtitutional power, that i is, the Legil- 
lature or Parliamentary authority. . 


In this manner does G. N. defeat himſelf 


throughout. 8 


Scotland was never in the ſame predica- 
ment with Ireland. When the two king- 
doms of Scotland and England were ſubject 
to one and the ſame Sovereign, to the time 


of the Union, the caſe of the Scots was far 


from being parallel with that of the Iriſh. 


Although they were then both ſubject to 


the ſame Monarch, they (England and Scot- 


land) were ſeparate and diſtinct governments, 


having independent Conſtitutions, or ſupreme 


Legiſlative powers of their own: and being 


Ciſtin&t and equally independent of each 


other, (that is, they were ſubje& to one 
regal power, but to two Conſtitutional au- 


thorities, or ſyſtems of government) ſo, to 


deftroy all diſtinctions of authority and na- 


tional apprehenſions, an Union took place, 
which made the two kingdoms one nation, 
ſubject to one and the ſame Conſtitution or 
Legiſlative authority, viz. the King and Par- 


liament of Great Britain. EE 
AS The 


„ 


The 8 of BN prior to 


the Union, had no authority over the inde- 
pendent Parliament of Scotland, which was 
ſubject to our Sovereign, but not to our Le- 
giſlature. If there was then any ſuperior 


Parliamentary power, it was in Scotland, 
as the natural is always ſuperior to the a- 


guired dominion, although there is a wide 
difference between acceſſion and conqueſt. 


The point of ſuperiority, however, happily 
ceaſed by the Union of the two Kingdoms | 


of N orth and South Britain, 


Vatil that period, the Parliament of Eng- 


land certainly did not exerciſe any right of 
ſupremacy over that of Scotland, becauſe it 
claimed none. Scotland was not conquered 
Hke Ireland, nor acquired, by acceſſion, to 


eſtabliſh the claim of ſupremacy, On the 


contrary, England was acquired, not by Scot- 
land, but by the acceſſion of their Sovereign. 
The diſtinction between a national acquiſi- 
tion and a regal acceſſion makes a moſt eſſen- 
tial difference in Legillation, In the for- 
mer caſe, which is that of Ireland, there is 
one ſubordinate and one ſupreme Legiſlative 


POWer. 
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power. In the latter, which Was that of 


Scotland, or rather of England, there were 


two diſtinct Legiſlatures, equally indepen- 


dent and ſupreme in their reſpective juriſ- 
dictions or reien 1 5 


The conqueſt a Ireland difering ſo 


eſſentially from an acceſſion of Sovereignty, 
ſhe is ſubject to the form of government eſta- 


bliſhed, (as G. N. allows) and, by conſe- 
quence, to the ſupremacy of the Conſtituti- 


onal or Parliamentaryauthority of this nation. 


It is impoflible to follow this Iriſh 


advocate through his inconſiſtencies with- 


out ſome repetitions and confuſion. 


As a proof of the n of the Par- 


liament of Ireland on that of England, he 


ſays, Modern Lawyers acknowledge that 
Ireland is not bound by any acts of the 
« Britiſh Legiſlature made ſince 10 Hen. 
6 VII. unleſs eſpecially named or included 


© under general words; but that where 
Ireland is named, or included, under 
general words, they are bound by ſuch acts 


* of Parliament.” Blackſt. Com. ſe&. 4.p.101. 
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Nothing is more ſimple, or à ſtronger. 
prof againſt the doctrine of G. N. It ſtates 
plainly and truly the ſuperior power of the 


Britiſh Parliament and the dependency of 


that of Ireland, which f is a 1 juriſ- | 
diction. 


Bat, without the above authority of the 
learned and candid judge, common ſenſe 
and the experience of every ſeſſion teaches 
that where Ireland, or America, or any 
remote dominion (locally not legiſlatively diſ- 
tin& from Great Britain) are not deſcribed, 
they cannot be comprehended in the act; 
but where they are deſcribed or included, 
they are bound. This is the caſe, even 
with Wales, which is included by the de- | 
ſcription of that part of England called 
& Wales.” This is neceſſary, not as a re- 
mote dominion, but as a diſtinct principa- 
lity in England. And whilſt it ſhews the 
legal power of the Legiſlature, it diſcovers 
the care that is taken not to encroach up- 
on any juriſdiction, or bind the dependen- 
eies of the Empire, but by the legal means 

conſo- 
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conſonant with, that i is, in bas own words, 15 
not repugnant lo the Conſtitution England. 


Admitting this doctrine, from the autho- 
rity of Blackſtone, which he has quoted, it 
is, as he obſerves, a ſtrong afſertion that 
6 ſettles all controverſy,” but, unfortunate- 


ly for him, not his own way. He can, 


however, have no objection to this legal de- 


eiſion of the matter, as it is ſupported by 
his own proof, 


G. N. with great art or much igno- 
rance, frequently mentions Parliament in- 
ſtead of the Legiſlature of this country. = 
he conſiders them as one and the ſame thing, | 
he ought to bluſh when he reflects that he 


allows the King to be Sovereign and ſupreme 


over Ireland, without the Conſtitutional 
powers of his Britiſh Parliament, and yet ob- 
jects to the ſupremacy with the concurrence. 
of the Parliament, which he will not have 
to interfere at any rate. The diſtinction is 
idle, and the concluſion ridiculous. To ſay, 
that the Parliament of England has no right 


to PAs. in the dependencies of this na- 
tion 
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tion is too abſurd for a ſerious! auler 
G. N. is tenacious of the Juri fdiffion of the 
Iriſh Parliament, and yet will not ſuffer the 
_ Exerciſe of the juriſdiction of the Britiſh 
Parliament, which being ſupreme over all 


our national Dependencies, muſt neceſſarily 1 in- 
terfere with Ireland, as one of them. 


This plauſible but acid desde thaw 


very plainly, againſt his own doctrine, that 
the King cannot act legiſlatively without his 
Parliament, by affirming, that although the 
Conſtitution gives a nominal power to the: 


Crown, the real authority is reſerved for the 
Legiſlature ; as the Sovereign cannot exer- 
cCiſe his authority 5 Feplignanit to the Conſti- 
which requires the 
concurrence of the other two eſtates of the 
kingdom, or component parts of the Legiſ- 


ce tution of Englaud, 


ſlature, 1. e. the two Houſes of Parliament, 


without which the Sovereign cannot enact a 
ſingle law to bind or affect Ireland, or any 


other part of his —_— 8 dominions. 


The "ES Bi of the 1 William and Mary, 


ſets forth, « that the illegal Parliament of 


cc Ireland, 
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& Ireland, aſſembled at Dublin, was without 


et the authority of their ſaid Majeſties, &c. 
*r and in oppoſition to the Sovereignty and in- 


c herent rights and dignities of the Crown of 5 


* this realm.“ 


This he quotes as 4 proof of the Sove- 


reigri's power, but not of the authority of 


the Engliſh Parliament, which he ignorant- 


ly, or rather uncandidly denies, notwithſtand- 


ing he produces himſelf the cleareſt proofs 


of it. For, let me aſk G. N. what are the 
rights and dignities of the Crown, but thoſe 


of the Conſtitutional powers of the nation, 


that is, the Legiſlature, or what he calls the 


Parliament? 


The reaſon alledged for the controuling 


* power of this country interfering, ſays 


G. N. was rather extraordinary —that it 
had paſſed ſeveral acts in oppoſition to the 


* Sovereignty, and to the inherent rights 


* and dignities of the Crown of the realm— 
© not to the Parliament of England.” 


Is it not more extraordinary that his quo- 


tations ſhould totally refute the abſurd docs 


= | trine 


64 
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trine he takes ſo 3 pains to eftabliſh ? © 
would have been an extraordinary exertion 


of power indeed if the ſtatute had, contrary 


to the nature of all acts, faid, © in oppoſi- 
« tion to the ſupremacy and rights and ow” 
& fies of Parliament. For the Parliament of 


aregal ſtate can have no nominal dignity, nor 
any Legiſlative power but in conjunction 


with the Sovereign, who together make the 
Legiſlative or Conſtitutional authority of the 
nation, which is ſupreme over every depen- 
dency or component part of the Empire, whe- 
ther annexed by union or acquiſition, the 
condition of Scotland and Ireland, &c. 


G. N. as, I believe, I have more than once 
obſerved, admits the ſupremacy of the Sove- 
reign, but is angry at the interpoſition of 
the Legiſlature, that is, the King with the 
Conftitutional advice and concurrence of his 
Parliament; truſting rather to one than to 


the three eſtates of the kingdom. 


One would bi inclined almoſt to think 
that this Gentleman, under pretence of ſett- 
fig the acting of ireland, withes to 
intro- 


N 
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introduce a new doctrine, and to eſtabliſh the 


Independency of the Crown on the Parlia- 
ment of Great Britain. | 


He has not mentioned a fingle claim of 


the Iriſh to Independency, nor ſo much as a 


word in four columns, tending to it. The 
only foundation for ſuch a right, or rather 
ſuch an extraordinary notion, is the , at- 
tention given at a diſtant period than what, 


in late reigns, has been found neceſſary by 


the Parliament of Great Britain. But, whe- 
ther that was owing to neglect, or found un- 
neceſſary, it is far from reſigning the ſupre- 
macy of the Engliſh Parliament, or eſtab- 


liſhing the e of the Parliament i 


of Ireland, 


This plauſible writer ſays, the great 
* queſtion is, whence is the right of the 
« Engliſh Parliament derived? For on that 


** alone can the power be legally and equit- 
fe OE eſtabliſhed, . 


1 ſubſeribe to this inquiry, and ſhall 
abide by the iſſue. . 


Wig 1 
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The right of controul is derived from 


the Conqueſt, which, he acknowledges, gave 


the ſupremacy to the Crown. The Soyereign 
ſupports that legal right by the exerciſe of 


the Conſtitutional powers of the nation, 


which he ſometimes calls the Legiſlature, 


but oftener the Parliament. Is not this 


point clearly aſcertained, and legally and 
equitably decided? 


This acquired right, ſo long derived, or 


power over Ireland, as a conquered country, 


annexed to the dominions of England, now 
called Great Britain, being clearly traced, 


juſtly founded, fully claimed, and as fully 
granted, the acts of late Sovercigns have 


done no more than explain what had been 
claimed, allowed, and eſtabliſhed, and what 
indeed was too evident to admit a ſhadow of 
doubt. That explanation therefore was not, 
as G. N. aſſerts, a violent ſtretch of a 
« former power founded on no right.“ It 
Was only a full and proper lactation of 
the right of conqueſt, well founded, fully 
eſtabliihed, and never denied *, 


+ By 


* Although ie was denied WM 2 member of the Houle 


Par- 
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#6 By che 6th Geo, I. the S 0 of 
England is alſo Sovereign of Ireland: but 
(forgetting that he admits it throughout) 


* how does it appear (fays G. N) and where 
« is the right founded that gives a power to 


6 the King to make laws to bind Ireland?“ 
No where that I know of,” ſays G. N. 


No where with his Engliſh Parliament: 
Every where without his Parliament. This 
has been all along his language. Now he 
ſays, it appears no where—the right is not 
to be found any where!!! What a wonder- 
ful diſcovery this Gentleman has made ! 
He has diſcovered that the right of conqueſt 
is not to be found, that it does not appear 
any where, and, by conſequence, that the 
Triſh have been long oppreſſed with the fet- 
ters of an uſurped authority, and therefore 
they ought to ſhake off the ſhackles of 
Dependency after the example of America. 


This is ſtrange doctrine, in time of re- 
bellion, which if not prevented may, like 


Parliament that they expelled him for maintaining an opi- 
nion oppoſite to their own, 


2 


contagion, 


— — —2 — 
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contagion, infect Ireland, and increaſe the 


misfortunes of reſiſtance and a Civil War. 


SG. N. ſometimes denies, and at other 
times admits, the power of the Crown over 
Ireland, but ſeems to have a ſtrong prepoſ- 


ſeſſion in favour of the Iriſh, and therefore 
he is unwilling to acknowledge, for, to do 


him juſtice, he is too ſenſible and well in- 


formed not to know that the Conſtitutional 


authority of the Sovereign, is that of the 


Legiſlature, or a limited Monarch, acting 


with his Parliament, conſiſtent with the 


Conſtitution; or, which is the ſame thing, 


tlie inſeparable powers of the Conſtitution. 


The following are his words: © In the 


2 conſideration of the preſent caſe, it ſhould 
N remembered, that Ireland had, from 


« the time it was conquered,” (here is the 


Tight that appeared no where, and was not 


to be found any where,) been always ſub- 
ject to the Sovereigns of England only, 
* and not to the Parliament of England, 
« through a long ſucceſſion of Kings; and 


it is the conftitution of England, that all 


£6 A e made 5 the 8 do belong, 


by 


Te | 
« by prerogative, to the Crown of Eng- 
„ land; and that, conſequently, has the 


_ « ſole right of government therein, adapting : 
ec it to the Engliſh conſtitution. . 


A 3 authority adapted, in one 
place, to the Engliſh conſtitution, and in 
another, not repugnant to it, are reſtrictions. 
very unfortunate for the doctrine of G. N. 
in favour of the prerogative, and againſt the 


parliament or legiſlative power. How can 


the gentleman (for he writes with the tem- 
per and education of a gentleman) admit 
the former, and deny the latter, when it is 
evident that a perſon of his good ſenſe and 
information, muſt neceſſarily know, that the 
latter is the cauſe of the former, as he in 
another place acknowledges, by ſaying, that 
the Sovereign muſt not act repugnant to the 
conſtitution. This confeſſion, which is the 
truth, ſhews the ſupremacy of the conſtitu- | 
tion over Sovereignty itſelf, as muſt be mani- 
feſt to a common obſerver. A conformity 
to any authority whatſoever, ſhews evidently 
a ſubordination in the power conforming, 
and ſupremacy in the authority conformed to. 
"Bw In 
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10 ſhort, to admit the power of the 80 
vereign over Ireland, and to deny the ſu- 
Premacy of the Britiſh Legiſlature or Conſti- 


tution, is admitting the ect, and denying 


the cauſe, which is an abſurdity, that diſ- 


graces G. N. 's abilities, and calls his candor 
in queſtion. 


ir is evident that this inconſiſtent Gen⸗ 


tleman wiſhes to eſtabliſh the Independency 
of Ireland, and would lay the foundation, 
if he knew how, but, notwithſtanding the 
juſtice I am willing to do to his talents and 
information, he is ſo blinded by prepoſſeſ- 


fion and prejudice, that the greateſt Marplot 


cannot ſet ſo aukwardly about it. 


For example : He admits the conqueſt, 


and thereby eſtabliſhes the right of this na- 
tion, and the conſequent Dependency of 


Ireland. He alſo admits the Sovereignty 
and right of the Crown, but when he for- 
gets himſelf, he denies that right, and talks 


of the exerciſe of a power · founded on no 


right.” He pleads hard for Iriſh Indepen- 


dency, and is, at the ſame time, a great 
adyocate 
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advocate for the prerogative of the Crown 
over a conquered nation. How does Sove- 
reignty accord with Independency? Are 
Supremacy and Dependency the ſame thing? 
Or, is the ſupremacy of the Sovereign more 
defirable than that of the Legiſlature or 
Conſtitution of En gland? I aſk this queſtion, 
becauſe he ſo often endeavours to diſtinguiſh 
between the power of the Sovereign and the 
authority of the Britiſh Parliament; and 
admits the former, while he denies the 
latter, although the one is conſequent to, 


and inſeparable from the other, as I have 
ſhewn.. 


If Ireland is ſubject to the ſupremacy of 
the Britiſh Sovereign, and the Sovereign to 
the Conſtitution, is not the Tegiſlature the 
ſupreme power? If the Parliament has juriſ- 
diction over the nation, it certainly muſt 
ö have over its dependencies. Until, therefore, L 
it can be proved, that Ireland is not one of 
them, it muſt be allowed the Britiſh Parlia- 
ment can legally exerciſe its legiſlative au- 
thority over the Parliament of Ireland; 
which, from the conqueſt to this day, has 

Co. been 


ä 
been a limited and ſubordinate juriſdiction, 
ſubje to the ſupremacy, and, conſequently, 
under the controul of the legiſlature, or 
+10 ma authorities of this nation, 


N. has a mighty bee cdon to the au- 
thority of the Britiſh Parliament, although 
he fays, © the power of the Sovereign muſt 
* be adapted to the Engliſh Conſtitntion ;' 

that! is, to the conſtitutional legiſlative powers 
of the kingdom, conſiſting of the Sovereign 


and his Parliament, who, as a Legiſlature, are 
inſeparable. 


The repetitions, contradictions, inconſiſt- 
encies, and quotations againſt himſelf, are 
fo many, and ſo glaring, as to render his 
defence of Iriſh Independency, the ſtrangeſt 
produQiion that ever appeared in the Public 
Advertiſer. I cannot, however, conclude, 
without taking particular notice of that paſ- 
fage in which he is pleaſed to ſay, the 
ce Public ſhould remember that Ireland had 
from the Conqueſt, been always ſubject. 
* to the Sovereigns of England only, and 

cc not 


x 35 ) 


4 not to the „ of England, through 
«2 long ſucceſſion of Kings. 


How can a man ſit Jo ſeriouſly to write 


of Independency;—of a right of controul, 
not to be found any where ;—of a ſupre- 
„ macy founded on no right,” and many ſi- 
milar expreſſions, after acknowledging the 
Dependency of Ireland zhrough a long ſucceſſion 


of our Sovereigns? His memory muſt be 


very bad. But that is not the principal 
point I mean to avert to in the above paſſage 
in his Letter; © the being ſubject to the 


Sovereign of England only,” is what "7 
wiſh to explain and refute, by {ſetting it in 
a true light, as it 1s the foundation of his 


reaſoning, and his hopes of eſtabliſhing 
ce“ the Independency of Ireland on the Par- 
* liament of Great Britain.“ | 


N. is too ſhrewd, not to be ſenſible of 
the importance of this doctrine to his cauſe, 


and thereſore, like a good Politician, he 
leaves it, and returns to it, Juſt as it ſtrikes 
the Public, and ſuits his own purpoſes, the 


ſucceſs of which depends upon a proper 
* 2 manage- 
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of this paſſage. By faying the Iriſh have 
been always ſubject to the Sovereign only of 
England, he places Ireland exactly in the 

ſame predicament with Scotland, before the 
VDnion, and frequently takes occaſion to call 


it a parallel caſe, This point he manages . | 


with all the art he 18 maſter of, but, not- 


withſtanding his addreſs, it requires no 


great penetration to diſcover, that he la- 


bours to ſuppreſs 1 the truth, and by t that ſup- 


preſſion he draws a falfe concluſion. 


daes babies 10 the 


Monarch of England only, they muſt have 


been exactly in the ſame ſituation as the 
Stotch beſore the Union, whereas it 1s 


evident their caſe was as oppoſite thereto, 
as Dependency is contraſted to Indepen- ; 


: dency. 


When two nations are governed by one 


— 


and the ſame Sovereign, by the acceſſion of 


one of thoſe nations to his Crown, and hav- 
ing independent Conſtitutions of their own, 


then the kingdom acquired by acceſſion of 


oyereignty (not in right of the nation) is 


ſubject | 
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ſubject to the Monarch only, and that was 
the caſe of Scotland, which was a ſovereign 
acquiſition, But it was not the caſe of Ire- 
land, which nation being ſubdued, it be- 


came a gational acquiſition, and, by conſe- 
quence, ſubject, as all ſuch acquiſitions are, 


to the Legiſlative powers of the nation in 
general, and not to the Sovereign authority 
alone. This is the diſtinction and the great 
difference that deſtroys the ground-work of 
G. N. 's arguments and hopes. Regal ac- 
quiſitions, by acceſſion of Sovereignty, be- 


long to the Sovereign power only; but na- 


tional acquiſitions by conqueſt, are neceſſa- 


rily ſubject to the Legiſlature in general, or 
the national authority. The former was 
the fate of Scotland, before the Union. T he 
latter is that of Ireland. The former had a 


| Conſtitution and ſupreme Legiſlature of her 
own, which denotes Independency. The 
latter has no ſuch ſupremacy of her own, 
but is ſubject to the Conſtitution of Eng- 
land, which proves Dependency, and fully 
controverts the doctrine of G. N. 


CINCINN Arbus. 
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WOT CREPT, 


8 N 3 a 480 Letter, ſays very 
plaufibly, but very inconcluſively, that the 


2 Parliament of Scotland before the Union, 


« while both nations were governed by 


s the ſame Sovereign, was not ſubje& to the 
2 authority of the Engliſh Legiſlature, (a 
« point which is not diſputed) ſeeing it 


s poſſeſſed a Legiſlature of its own, which 
t enacted all laws, and which was therefore 
« its only juſt and true Legiſlature, that con- 
« ſequently excluded all juriſdiction of that 


of England, and which, had it not been 


« empowered to do, the Union had been 
e uſeleſs ; ſo neither doth it appear by what 


60 legal means the Legiſlature of Great Britain 


© can controul the Legiſlature of Ireland, 
& which has likewiſe a oper and juſt juriſ- 


« diction of its own.“ 


With 


ws" 


tm? 


With copard to Scotland the G 

is perfectly right, and had it not been for 5 
Part a cauſe, ſuch a conſequence © as the Union 
could not have been derived. Had the 
contracting nations not been egually free and 


independent of each other, the Union had 
been uſeleſs. But in regard to Ireland, he 
zs totally miſtaken, or rather, for it cannot 


be the effect of ignorance, he has ſup- 


preſſed the truth by miſrepreſentation. He 


is certainly too ſenſible and well informed, 
not to know, as I have already obſerved, 


that the caſe of Scotland was not parallel 


with that of Ireland. Scotland was exactly 
in the predicament he deſcribes. She had 


: a conſtitution of her own, which excluded 


the ſupremacy or interpoſition of the Legiſ- 
lature of England. That was a proof of 
Independency. But the very reverſe of this is 


the predicament of the Iriſh. Ireland, for 


inſtance, has a parliamentary juriſdiction of 
her own, but not a Conſtitution, for ſhe is 
ſubj ect to the Conſtitution of England, which 
is as Clear a proof of Dependency. 


This is, as I have fully ſhewn, the ai 


tinction and wide difference between the 


\ * 


tw) 


- tho caſes of ireland and Scottaiid, before 
L the Goanguedte Scotland was undoubtedly 
4 EP and Ireland unqueſtionably de- 

pendent, The former had a Conſtitution 


and ſupreme Legiſlature, the latter has no 


Conſtitution or ſupreme legiſlative power; 
but only a limited parliamentary juriſdiction; 
ſubject to the Conſtitution of England, for 
the reaſons and purpoſes I have aſſigned. 
The two caſes not admitting of a compariſon, 
the concluſion drawn from that of Scotland 
is falſe, from miſrepreſentation, | It there- 
fore evidentally appears by what legal 
* means the Legiſlature of Great Britain 
l can controul the Legiſlature of Ireland,” 
for, I repeat, Ireland has not a proper Le- 
giſlature, as he pretends, ſhe has only a par- 
liamentary juriſdiction, competent in ſome 
caſes, and incompetent in others, ſubject to 
the Britiſh Conſtitution, and not indepen- 
dent of it, as that of Scotland was. 


e confiſtency of ſuch a richt and power 
veſted in the Legiſlature of Great Britain, 
under ſuch a predicament, having been diſ- 
cuſſed, obviated, and the legal means pro- 

duced 


1 ) - 


3 by 1 ſuch a a hal "WER ac- 


quired, eſtabliſhed, and exerciſed; and that 


conſiſtency having been corroborated by the 


above refutation, I muſt, contrary to the 
opinion cf G. N. neceſſarily conclude, that 
ſuch a right can and doth legally exiſt in 


the Conſtitution or Legiſlature of Great 


Britain over the Juriſdiction of the Parlia- 
ment and the Deprngeney' of the Kingdom 
of Ireland, | 


G. N. ſays, 45 :© the right doth exiſt, in 


4. diſpite of the inconſiſtency of x00 Supreme ; 


_ © Legiſlative Powers, eſtabliſhed in the ſame 
<< territory, and for the ſame juriſdiction, this 
©* muſt have been effected by ſome formal re- 


* ſignation made by the People of Ireland, of 


* the power they anquęſtionably poſſeſſed, into 
the hands of the Britiſh Legiſlature, by 


„ and with the conſent of the Sovereign. 


„But inconſcious that any ſuch formal ſur- 


render hath been made, acquieſced in, 


admitted and received; I am under the 


« neceſſity of concluding, that ſuch power 
* of controul doth not exiſt of right in the 


66 Britiſh Legiſlature,” 


G - n 
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Two ſupreme hows ative powers cſabliſhed 


for the ſame territory and ſor the ſame juriſ- 
dition, would indeed, as he obſerves, be 
a great inconſiſtency, but I have ſhewn 
that as there cannot be, ſo there are 
not two ſupremacies for the ſame ter- 
ritory and juriſdiction. There is only 
one dependent parliamentary juriſdiction 
in the territory of Ireland, and one ſu- 
preme controuling Legiſlature for that, but 
not zz that territory, and that ſole ſupreme 
legiſlative power is in Great Britain, by the 
undoubted right of Conqueſt and conſequent 
_ dependency. That legiſlative juriſdiction is 
not the /ame, but ſeparate and ſuperior to 

that of Ireland. This being, in my appre- 
henſion, a true ſtate of the caſe, there was, 
by conſequence, no occafion for“ ſome 


. formal reſignation made by the People of 


Ireland of the power which, he ſays, they 
-66 poſſeſſed, into the hands of the Britiſh 


44 Legiſlature ;” -” becauſe it is evident, from 
what I have ſaid, that the Triſh did not 
poſſeſs any ſuch power; nor could the En- 

5 glith, conſiſtent with their eſtabliſhed right, 
require any ſuch renunciation, fince the re- 
e 7 
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quiſition would have been an acknowledge- | 
ment of the Independency of the Iriſh, or, | 
at leaſt, a doubt of their Dependency. 


Contrary, therefore, to the concluſion of 


G. N. it is manifeſt, that the power, which 


that Gentleman, with great reſolution and 
conſidence ſays, the People of Ireland un- 


gueſtionably poſſeſſed, could not be in poſeſ- 


fion of the Iriſh, conſiſtent with the idea of 
Conqueſt, the dependency acquieſced in, 
the ſupremacy admitted, and the controul 


eſtabliſhed and exerciſed; by which, to uſe 


the words of G. N, I am under. the neceſlity 


of concluding, that © the power of controul | 
neceſſarily did, and, by conſequence, ſtill | 


« doth exiſt, of right, in the Britiſh Le- 


5 1 


The ſame reaſoning and arguments, fays 


e N. which have been adduced to ſhew 


< the Legiſlature of England did not poſſeſs 


<* a controuling power over Scotland and 
its Legiſlative powers, previous to the 


Union, and which Have been applied to 
Ga Ireland, | 


f 


„ 


ce e extend in like manner to A- 


cc merica.” . 


The fllaey of His reaſoning and argu- 


ments, and the falſe concluſion drawn from 


ſuch miſrepreſentation, have been ſufficiently 
exhibited to convince every candid reader 


that G. N. has miſtated the caſe, by ſup- 
preſſing the truth, and drawn an unjuſt 


concluſion, contrary to his own good ſenſe, 


knowledge, and experience, and contrary, 


I truſt, to the conviction of every diſpaſ- 
ſionate perſon i in both e 


8 If neither Scotland, nor 2 Legiſlature, 


© before the Union, when that nation was 


4. governed by the ſame Prince, who ruled 
in England, were ſubject to the controul- 


“ing power of the Engliſh Legiſlature, ſo 
% neither can Ireland be ſo; nor can Ameri- 


* ca, be more ſo than Ireland; or than 


«© Scotland then was; for America, before 


the war (he might have ſaid the rebel- 


Hon, which would have made a material 


difference) was in the ſame predicament 
FE with Ireland, or Scotland, before the 
| = Union, 


: 0 45 2 


6 3 Ah reſpect to Sovereign RE Le- 


WW. giſlatures. America, belive the wi (re- 
e bellion) and ſome time after it was begun, 
* conflantly acknowledged the ſupremacy of 
* the Sovereign of Great Britain,” (he might 


| have faid of the Legiſlature, which he 


artfully avoids throughout) "6 HUE would 


* not ſubmit to unconditional terms, or a 


. e and taxative power over them 


* to be reſted in the Legiſlature of Great 
« Britain. It therefore remains to be proved, 


how this right or power of the Britiſn 
cc Legiſlature over America and its Legiſla- 
cc tures is claimed and eſtabliſhed * 


When a caſe is « falſely ſtated the conclu- 


fon cannot be juſt. The effect will be like 


the cauſe. 


"Tx N. 8 ſheet anchor is the predicament 
of Scotland, antecedent to the Union. But 
I have ſhewn that the ſituation of Scotland 
was totally different, at that period, to Ire- 
land, and as oppoſite as the poles, and there- 
fore not at all applicable to his purpoſe. 
The Scots, as I have ſaid more than once, 

were 
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were independent. The Iriſh are the very 
reverſe, by being dependent. The Scots 
were never conquered, the Iriſh were ſub- 
_dued. The Scots did not ſo much as be- 
long to the Engliſh by acceſſion, or | con- 
ceſſion, but the Engliſh Crown belonged to 
the Sovereign of Scotland by acceſſion. No- 
thing could be more independent and ho- 
nourable than the ſituation of Scotland, No- 
thing more dependent than the Iriſh, by 
right of conqueſt, which is the greateſt of 
all rights, and the cleareſt of all depen- 
dencies. The Scots had a Conſtitution of 


their own, or an independent Legiſlature, 


the Iriſh have no Conſtitution, they have 
only a parliamentary. juriſdiction, for local 
reaſons, ſubje& to the Britiſh Conſtitution. 
The caſes therefore of the Scots and Iriſh are 
ſo widely different, that I am aſtoniſhed 
how G. N. could bring ſo weak a foundation 
for the independency of Ireland, and ſo far 
inſult the underſtanding of the Engliſh, and 
impoſe on the credulity of the Iriſh, as to 
place the dependent kingdom of Ireland 
upon a level with the independent kingdom 


of Scotland; and conclude, (from a caſe 
. which 


( a8 } 


which ſo far from being applicable is totally : 


repugnant) that as the Engliſh did not ex- 
_ erciſe the power of controul over Scotland, 
when, from the independency of the Scots, 
they could have none to exerciſe, ſo neither 
ought they to exerciſe their controuling au- 


thority over the Iriſh, whilſt it is evident, 


from an oppoſite predicament, they have 
that legal right, and ought to . it 
over Ireland. 


Really the manifeſt partiality and miſre- 


preſentations of this Gentleman are ſo great, 


that they hardly require a ſerious anſwer; 


which nothing but his writing with the 


temper of a Gentleman, and the fear that 
his plauſible reaſoning may have a danger- 


ous effect, could induce me to refute. 


I fay again, that the ſituation of Ireland 
is quite the reverſe of that of Scotland be- 


fore the Union, and conſequently the rule 
of conduct for Great Britain towards Ireland 


| (one of her dependencies) cannot be taken 


from that which England obſerved to Scut- 
land, prior to the Union of the two nations, 
| and 
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(48) 
and the making two independent Legidl⸗ a 
tures into one Conſtitution only. | 


«© Nor can America, ſays G. N. be more 


= ſubject to the controul of the Britiſh Le- 
* giſlature than Ireland, for America be- 


& fore the rebellion was in the ſame predi- 


* cament as Ireland, or Scotland before the 


« Union, with reſpect to Sovereign and 


WL Legiſlatures.” 


I do not know (although it is not difficult 


to conceive) why G. N. has thought proper 
to drag in the Americans, for I am ſure their 


caſe neither ſtrengthens nor does credit to 
the cauſe of the people of Ireland; who, I 


hope, will purſue a line of conduct more 
honourable than that of reſiſtance, after the : 


example of the Colonies. 


The 1 18 another 1 miſtepreſenta- 


tion and deluſion. The Americans were 
not in the ſame predicament (before they 
5 revolted) with either the Scots or the Iriſh. 
Widely different indeed from that of the 


Aer, who were free and totally indepen- 


dent, 


tel 


dent, whereas the Colonies, being planted 
at the expence of the Engliſh, and princ1- 
pally with their ſubjects, North America 
was the undiſputed property and Colonies of 
the Engliſh, and therefore ſubject to the 
| Legiſlative powers of the parent State. Eng- 
land was the Mother of the Colonies, and 
therefore nothing could be more natural or 
ſtronger than the right of controul in the 
Britiſh Legiſlature over the property and 
the natural ſubjects of the Britiſh nation, 
who were nouriſhed and ſapported at the 
expence of the Mother Country, Was that 
the caſe of Scotland? Was it the caſe of 
Ireland? Then how could America, be- 
fore the rebellion, be in the ſame predica- 
ment with Scotland before the Union or 
Ireland? The Iriſh are dependent on the 
Legiſlature of Great Britain by acquiſition, 


or the right of conquelt ; the Coloniſts are 
the natural ſubjects of this State. The dif- 


ference between the Dependency of the 
Americans, before the rebellion, and the 
Iriſh is this, the former were natural, the 
latter acquired ſubjects. The obligations of 
the Coloniſts were more natural, ſtronger, 


H and 


0 

and their Dependency greater, becauſe 4 
Parliamentary juriſdiction, controulable by 
the Engliſh Legiflature, was irrevocably 
_ eſtabliſhed in Ireland, whereas in America 
no ſuch juriſdiction exiſts, nor any other 
authority but what was, for local reaſons, 
eſtabliſned by England i in the Aſſemblies of 
the Colonies, ſubject to the Legiſlature of 

the parent State, Whoſe conſtitutional and | 
legal power they fully acknowledged *till 
very lately, and even fince the Civil War 
begun; and G. N. is candid enough to al- 
low, that until then they conſlantly acknow- 


ledged the ſupremacy of the Sovereign of 


Great Britain, he might have ſaid of the 
Legiſlature, for as V were the natural 
ſubjects of this nation, they were certainly 


ſubject to its Legiſlative or Conſtitutional 
authority. 


Thus, I truſt, I have fully proved, 6e how 
* this right or power of the Britith Legiſla- 


„ ture over America and Ireland, 1s claimed 


and cftabliſhed.” How it was conſtitu- 


tionally claimed, juſtly eſtabliſhed, and le- 


gally exerciſed over natural ſabjects in his 


TO 8 


n 


Wo. 


1 Majeſty's Deland; in Nortk Ame and 


over acquired ſubjects in his kingdom of 
eln 


The extent of e and the neat 
relation which taxation bears to it, are points 
foreign to the preſent purpoſe, and ſeem to 
be artfully introduced by G. N. either to 


Do, defend tae revolt of the Americans; or to 


juſtify ſimilar refiſtance in the Iriſh. But, 
whatever may be his motives, the ſcience of 


legiſlation and taxation has nothing to do 
with the right of ſupremacy, which G. N. 


and him only, has lately queſtioned *. That 


right of the Britiſh Legiſlature over the juriſ- 
diction of the Parliament of Ireland I contend 


for without conſidering how far it is neceſſary 


to exerciſe it. The authority is one thing, 


the exerciſe of it another. If the firſt is 
admitted, I ſhall not deny but that the 


latter may be either miſapplied, or too far 


This doctrine is new in England, and although it 


has been maintained in Ireland, the expulſion ofthe - 
Author from their Houſe of Commons, ſhew it was con- 


trary to the ſenſe of their Parliament, to the intereſt of 
that nation, and to the right of this. That expulſion is 
the cleareſt proof of their acknowledged Dependency. 


H 2 ex- 


BR 7 - 
extended. It is poſſible, that a Legiſlature 
may, in ſome inſtances, act inconſiſtent 
with the particular intereſt of one part of 
the empire, and repugnant to the general 
intereſt of the whole, and I will not pretend 
to ſay whether that was or was not the caſe 
in regard either to America or Ireland. A 
reſiſtance to the exerciſe of a power repug- 


nant to ſuch intereſts may, for ought I 


know, be juſtifiable in reaſon, but cannot 
deſtroy the right of the nation to the de- 
pendency of the people ſo aggrieved, unleſs 
the legal power of the Legiſlature ſhould be 
ſo wantonly exerciſed as to force them to 
_ procure the juſtice which the Legiſlature 
denies them. For ſuch is the happy con- 
dition of the ſubjects of a free State that the 
obligations of the people and government are 


reciprocal, and therefore whenever the Le- 


_giſlature violates the rights of the commu- 
nity, the people will neceſſarily revolt, and 
reſiſt the authority of government. 


How far the Legiflature of Great 
Britain were miſtaken in the exerciſe 
of their authority over America, and how 
far the Colonies are juſtifiable in reſiſting 

: the 


the exerciſe of that authority, or whether 
there was any miſtake of the one ſide, or 
- juſtification neceſſary of the other, is nos 
my deſign at preſent to enquite. I only con- 
tend for the right of the Legiſlature of 
Great Britain to controul the Coloni as 
his Majeſty's natural ſubjects, and alſo the 


juriſdiction of the Parliament of Ireland, 


eſtabliſhed over acquired and acknowledged 
ſubjects, in anſwer to G. N. who maintans 


the contrary. 


He has ſaid a great deal on the ſubje& of 
America, which, if it proves any thing, tends 


more to ſhew the impolicy of our conduct to- 
wards the Colonies, than to deſtroy the 
right of Supremacy, and eſtabliſh the Inde- 


pendency of America and Ireland, which 


G. N. has in view, and ſeems to have very 
much at heart. Such a deſign is truly 
alarming, and may do a great deal of miſ- 
chief, It juſtifies the Rebellion in America, 


and encourages the reſiſtance of Ireland upon 
the ſame principle, and for the ſame object 


of Independency, which, if he ſhould not 
not be able to eſtabliſh, by force of reaſoning, 
_y will perhaps be ready ro e by 


force 


40 
force of arms, aſter the example of the 
Americans. 8 Li Ws 


/ 


How K it is prudent 5 a wiſe Govern- 
ment to permit the publication and circu- 
lation of ſuch deluſive and dangerous opinions 
of Independency and Reſiſtance, to infect, 
like contagion, the minds of the people in 


both nations, and to increaſe our national 
misfortunes, may be worthy of the ſerious 


confideration of the Legilature. 


C * The Dependendency of a conquered 
country being indiſputable, I ſhall very ſoon 


endeavour to ſhew what the Iriſh have 4 


right to expect, and what we ought, in my 


apprehenſion, to grant, in juſtice and ſound 
policy, before neceſſity (the Mother of 


Violence as well as Invention), forces them 
to take what we ought to give, for their 
early relief and future welfare. 
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